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* Predicted wavefront errors due to enviror | disturb calculated
using thermal, structural and optical models of a simplified space-based
telescope.

« Steady-state temperatures calculated for 90 degree beta angle solar
illumination (L2 orbit) with sun on sides of tel
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— Using Rigid Body Optic Sensithity
— Using Primary Wirror Sensitivty

* Observational stability due to reaction wheel vibration evaluated using
— simplified source characterization, with dynamic frequency response

Twa Types of SCTalescope Isolaion considarad: 1Hz Passive & Active" analysis.
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